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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Ciaim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention, the claim recites the storage device not being connected to a 
personal computer, however the elements of claim 1 describe a PC. 

Note that the claim has been interpreted to mean that the storage device is not 
connected to an additional PC. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1,3,4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Cupps 
(US 2002/0173344). 
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Consider claim 1 . Cupps teaches a wireless devices comprising 

a microprocessor (figure 3, item 302), 

ROM (figure 3, item 327),. 

RAM (figure 3, items 310), 

a mass storage device (figure 3, item 325), 

a display unit with sufficient resolution to display multi-media (figure 3, item 307), 
software (paragraphs 33,34,54-58), 

a module for entering keyed commands (figure 3item 309), and 

one or more wireless modules configured to communicate with non-internet 
based wireless devices (figure 3, items 371 ). 

As to claim 3, (Note, see rejection under 1 12 above) Cupps teaches the device of 
claim 1 , where the mass storage device is not connected to a personal computer (Note 
that the claim has been interpreted as meaning that the storage device is not connected 
to an additional PC, since the items of claim 1 clearly define a PC, therefore Cupps 
does not teach the need of an additional PC). 

As to claim 4, Cupps teaches the device of claim 1 , where the mass storage 
device is not connected to a wide area global network (note that the device of Cupps 
could function even if it were not connected to a wireless network, since use with a wide 
area global network is only one embodiment as described in paragraph 26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention date computer device s of 
each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

8. Claims 2,5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cupps in view of Yeh (US 2004/0204053). 

Consider claim 2, Cupps as applied to claim 1 , lacks a teaching of where the 
mass storage device is not physically connected to the device. 

Yeh teaches a storage device which is wirelessly connected to a computer 
device in order to eliminate the limitations of using cables (Yeh see paragraphs 5-8). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Cupps 
to have the storage device connected wirelessly in order to eliminate the limitations of 
cables as taught by Yeh. Note that a wireless connection would mean the device is not 
physically connected to the storage. 

Consider claim 5. Cupps as applied to claim 1, lacks a teaching of where the 
mass storage device can send and receive information wirelessly. 
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Yeh teaches a storage device which is wirelessly connected to a computer 
device in order to eliminate the limitations of using cables (Yeh see paragraphs 5-8). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Cupps 
to have the storage device connected wirelessly in order to eliminate the limitations of 
cables as taught by Yeh. 

As to claim 7, Cups teaches the device as applied to claim 5, where one wireless 
module includes wi-fi (Cupps see figure 3, item 371). 

As to claim 8, Cupps teaches the device as applied to claim 5, where at least one 
wireless module is a traditional wireless module (Cupps see figure 3, item 371). 

9. Claims 6,9,10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cupps in view of Yeh and further in view of Kruys (US 2002/0181434). 

Consider claim 6, Cupps in view of Yeh as applied to claim 5 lacks a teaches of 
where the mass storage device has one wireless module for data and another for 
commands. 

Kruys teaches that it is advantageous to send control commands over a separate 
Wi-Fi channel in order to eliminate concerns about bandwidth efficiency (Kruys see 
paragraphs 29, 48). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify Cupps in view of Yeh to have separate control and data channels in order 
to eliminate concerns about bandwidth efficiency as taught by Kruuys. 

As to claim 9, note that Cupps in view of Yeh and in view of Kruys can operate 
on two separate wi-fi channels as shown above. 
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As to claim 10, the device of Cupps in view of Yeh and in view of Kruys could 
receive data on one wi-fi channel and send it to another wi-fi device using a second wi-fi 
channel as shown above. 

As to claim 1 1 , note that Cupps would translate the data into a form useable by 
the mass storage device (Cupps see paragraphs 51-53, 61). 



Conclusion 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Philip J Sobutka whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7887. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew D. Anderson can be reached on 571-272-471 1. 

1 1 . The central fax phone number for the Office is 571-273-8300. 

Most facsimile-transmitted patent application related correspondence is 
required to be sent to the Central FAX Number. 

CENTRALIZED DELIVERY POLICY: For patent related correspondence, 
hand carry deliveries must be made to the Customer Service Window (now 
located at the Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 
22314), and facsimile transmissions must be sent to the Central FAX 
number, unless an exception applies. For example, if the examiner has 
rejected claims in a regular U.S. patent application, and the reply to the 
examiner's Office action is desired to be transmitted by facsimile rather 
than mailed, the reply must be sent to the Central FAX Number. 



1 2. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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